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Man has a future, barring accidents. Mankind has started on the 
journey to become a space-faring species. We seek to live more 
spaciously. No doubt it will take global co-operation, in developing the 
technology, to cross the tremendous distances (a handful of light- 
years) to neighboring solar systems. Some may harbor Earth-like 
planets more habitable than the rest of our solar system. 


Meeting this challenge is only remotely possible at present. It has just 
appeared over the scientific horizon. 


The Earth was explored by sailing ships navigating the globe, more in 
years than days. Well into the nineteenth century, Jules Verne could 
write “Around The World In 80 Days’ as a fiction. Now the talk is for 
(what amounts to) rocket travel round the globe (presumably for the 
polluting elite). 


A comparable progression is likely for space travel. The first explorers 
to proximate solar systems will have to do it the hard way, like the 
sailing ships of old. They are even likely to use solar sails, harnessing 
the energy of the solar wind, among other forms of propulsion. Later 
astronauts may benefit from some equivalent invention to air travel 
over the Earth. 

Quantum computers may narrow down the choice of innumerable 
worm-hole equation solutions, characteristic of string theory. This 
might make possible hyper-dimensional short-cuts to different points 


of the universe. 
In a 1920 science fiction, H.G. Wells characterised some such mode 
of space travel as getting there “by the back door.” 
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Physics does give grounds for believing that material existence is not 
the whole story. Space has its densities of mass but is also etherial 
with energy radiation across the universe. What was once considered 
the vacuum of empty space is now regarded as an ocean of virtual 
energy, where sub-atomic particles pop in and out of existence. 


It is postulated that baby universes may emerge, from quantum- 
proximate singularities, and, in most cases, quickly abort. Virtual 
energy acts within the law of the conservation of energy (or mass- 
energy), modified by the Heisenberg Uncertainty Principle. 


It appears that our material world is at the massive base of gradually 
more rarefied strata of existence. Life moves into these progressively 
less dense mediums, out of the liquid ocean, into an ocean of air, into 
the vacuum of space, which is a virtual energy ocean. We now know 
that life need not be totally dependent on the sun but conceivably 
might feed off any source of energy. For all we know, there are living 
beings thriving on the virtual energy of vacuum space. 

The material universe may scale from gross matter to more etherial 
levels, of which we may be unaware, and which require, or would 
require increasingly advanced beings to exist in. 


George Bernard Shaw said, that when he looked at himself in the 
mirror, he could not believe that he was the ultimate in evolution. EF 
Schumacher argued that there must be a hierarchy of beings beyond 
ourselves. Life does not have to stop with us, which is perhaps 
reason enough to believe that it has not. 


Before the materialist age, a theological society believed in an angelic 
hierarchy without question. The worlds most cited sociologist, Piterim 
Sorokin charted the relative fortunes of materialist and religious 
ideology in historic cycles. The paintings of the Old Masters, 
dominated by religion, are crowded with attendant angels. 

The science fiction of CS Lewis, perhaps influenced by minimalist 
modern art, visualises angels as pillars of light. 


While angels may be incomparably superior creations to ourselves, 
Lewis argues that before God, they are little above the worm on the 
scale of Creation. He is saying that they are a relatively minor 
naturalistic product of Gods works. 

The legend of angels suddenly appearing out of invisibility might be 
explained as a light phenomenon. Invisible angels might be in light- 
interference mode, where the crests and trofs of light waves cancel 
each other out. 


There actually is modern evidence for the existence of angels, in 
near-death experiences, that commonly report, at the end of a tunnel, 
the Being of Light, at the gates of the after-life. 

A medieval painting, of the tunnel of light, is by Hieronymus Bosch: 
painting of the entrance to heaven. Tradition speaks of light at the end 
of the tunnel, expressing hope of salvation, perhaps not only in this 
life. 


A doctrine of the Catholic Church goes beyond this, in alleging that 
each of us has a guardian angel, that we can pray to, thru-out life. 
Granted angels, the existence of guardian angels can be justified. It 
might seem that such sophisticated creatures would not be bothered 
with such low life forms as humans, who have just dragged our- 
selves out of the primeval slime after a few billion years. 


The answer could be that, tho humans are crude and limited 
prototypes, the very fact, of being near to the beginning of things, 


gives the potential to make early decisions that may seem small 
enough at the time, but might radically influence the course of 
evolution thru-out the eons. This is also justification for a belief in the 
dignity of man and mans (possible) destiny. 
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Humanity has always sought to free itself from material constraints. In 
the past, and present, this has mainly been achieved by stratifying 
society. Those on top command the most resources and are freest 
from want. Across the world, this hierarchy has been legitimised by 
religious over-tones. The Emperor is the Son of Heaven or a god king 
or claims divine right. The other-worldly Lord or Brahman of religious 
devotion have their worldly ruling counterparts in Lords and 
Brahmins. 


It is as if the Earth was made into a sort of camping site for Heaven, 
by an exclusive class of people, at the expense of the rest. The prince 
Gautama, the Buddha, was kept away from poverty and suffering, 
that he might not recognise that a satisfactory arrangement for the 
upper classes was not in fact an earthly paradise. 


Indeed, the caste structure re-asserted itself over Buddhism. 
Nevertheless, India has taken to universal suffrage, in an impressive 
commitment of organising for a 900 million electorate, with a two- 
thirds turn-out of 600 million, in 2019. 

To respect every self, in this practical way, is a measure of self 
transcendence. 


The Indian flag with its wheel of life motif is an expression of national 
belief in the existence of the soul unfettered by a body. This is the 
road of liberation from identification with ones body and its sensory 
cravings. 

This is a subjective science of self transcendence, admitted by nature 
and training of such masters as Sri Ramakrishna. 

Progressive reincarnation to higher life forms has, as its ultimate 


objective, the most radical liberation, of ones immortal soul, from all 
species or specific beings, no matter how advanced. 


Indian religious and political principle is not the same as material 
achievement. For the latter, more than the former, one has to turn to 
the phenomenal economic growth of China. (Some other “Asian tiger” 
economies offer multi-party elections.) Perhaps the secular 
philosophy of Confucius (Kung Fu-tze) shared a worldly outlook with 
the dialectical materialism of Marxism, which, however, has a 
superseded nineteenth-century outlook on science. 


There is a sharp conflict between their themes of mutual respect and 
class war. Class war, within nations, in the communist super-states, 
Russia and China, and their satellites, has been fatal to human 
welfare, as has the imperialist realpolitik of force and fraud between 
nations. 

John Spargo may be the first to publicly recognise Bolshevism, as an 
intra-national war ideology, as deadly to human progress as 
imperialism, the international war ideology. 


Bolshevism, The Enemy of Political and Industrial Democracy, an 
immediate detailed account, by the socialist Jonn Spargo recognised 
this evil, very early on, in the Soviet experiment. It has been amply 
confirmed. One of the most senior insiders, to expose the Soviet 
catastrophe, was the engineer Viktor Kravchenko: | Chose Freedom; 
followed by: | Chose Justice. The state of affairs, he describes, tallies 
with The Gulag Archipelago, by Alexander Solzhenitsyn. 


Confucianism seems to have been designed to stop endless civil 
wars, by promoting civil peace in a universal respect, shown thru a 
habit of good manners. Being well-behaved also teaches self-respect, 
making for ones moral progress and a Spiritual well-being at peace 
with oneself. One becomes a better person or the so-called Superior 
man, a gentleman. 


In the West, the gentleman is associated with the upper classes (or 
those who can afford to be gracious). 
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Physical science is objective, seeing personal experiences in terms of 
the brain and the rest of the body, undergoing particular changes of 
electro-chemical states. The impressive techniques of physics and 
biology have gained a window into the human brain, which 
psychology used to regard as a black box. 

The observed parallelism, between subjective and objective 
experience, implies that physical science might induce certain 
subjective experiences, by pressing the right electro-chemical 
buttons, so to speak. 

Some contemplatives might prefer such artificial short-cuts to arduous 
self-discipline, otherwise needed to bring-about desired states of 
mind, like the calming brain-wave states. 


Advances in computation may empower the sharing of the brains 
personal memories and imaginings, with their associated affects. 
What was previously regarded as ones mortal personal identity would 
belong to the ages. 

Indeed, a version of this happened, long ago, in the decisive respect 
of books (worded ink as “the immortal life-blood of a master spirit”). 
Conscientious biopics are no time machine to capture history as it 
happened, but they can give intimations of the past, as if re-makes 
from some parallel universe. 


Science may afford increasing access of our private realities, marking 
a trend of individual experience becoming universal. 


Conversely, the universe itself is unique. In a multiverse, a universe 
may live and die an individual span. The evolution of the universe is 
itself one of individuation. The big bang releases a near homogenous 


flash, revealed by the universal microwave background radiation. 
Minute disparities gravitationally attract into galaxies and stars and 
solar systems, and the rest is history. 

CG Jung considered that each human being has a potential for 
individuation, as an individual. Man is like a garden and a gardener 
who needs to encourage the diversity of competing plants, resulting in 
a microcosm rather than a waste-land. 


Individual beings may be defined as mortal. If theirs was not a 
passing contribution to the universe, they would have to be defined as 
universal beings. Of course, individuals may pass on their distinctive 
contributions, which is perhaps the purpose of individuals, so that it 
becomes part of the common stock. 

Life and death, as a wheel of rebirth, may be a cycle of individuality 
and universality of the self or selves. 


The two lobes of the human brain may represent individual self and 
universal self. The left brain is identified with the function of step by 
individual step of logical analysis. The right brain is associated with 
unexplained or intuitive holistic understanding. 


The individual self identifies with the emotions of its physical body 
and mental operations. Self preservation requires this bodily self 
identification. We have to deal with the immediate problems, and 
inevitably forget where we have come from. “We are stardust," as 
Joni Mitchell sang, and physics tells of the universal background to 
our bodily constituents. The birth of the human fetus recapitulates 
eons of evolution. Yet, we are typically unaware of being part of a 
larger universal self. Experience of an enlarged self-awareness is 
rare enough to be called mystical. 
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Humanity lives in a “global village” (Marshall McLuhan), very much at 
the expense of other species, to the extent that it is causing the sixth 
extinction, only the sixth mass disappearance of species in the 
evolution of life on the planet over billions of years. 


Man could be next. The technological ravages of human over- 
population, on the world ecosystem, will be difficult to repair and 
maintain. 


Problems of over-population and pollution, desertification, hunger, 
disease and climate destabilisation are not all. These disasters lead 
to the belligerent competition of wars for resources, prosecuted with 
technological weaponry. 


Emerging in late 2019, the coronavirus pandemic, Covid-19, is 
extremely infectious, tho mainly lethal to the elderly and infirm. It 
leaves in its wake personal sorrows for the loved ones lost. Yet it is 
like a gentle warning of the affliction to mankind, if the black death 
returned, or an Ebola magnitude infection got completely out of 
control. 

The United Nations pleads with combatants to stop fighting each 
other, and fight the virus instead. 


By shutting down world economies, thus relieving pollution, to slow 
the spread of infection, the virus has actually ameliorated global 
warming. Nevertheless, the melting of the Greenland ice cap 
accelerated, contributing to a couple of millimetres rise in sea level, in 
as little as a month. The trend in rising sea levels is more severe than 
expected. 


Humanity is going badly wrong, if it takes a deadly disease to teach it 
how to better sustain its environment. 


Nation states are governed by the harsh realities of holding onto 
territories, against nature, as well as against human rivals, for their 
sustenance. It is a common-place of ethology, the study of animal 
behavior in its natural environment. Even flies are territorial, which 
serves as a measure of how deeply instinctive this behavior is. 


Imperialism is a policy of territorial expansion, energised by 
population growth and fed by successful commercial competition. The 
rivalry between the British and German empires fed the animosity 
between the two countries. Jerome K Jerome, who had German 
friends, said the feeling was mutual, for a few months campaign 
which would put the other side in its place, and be over by Christmas. 


A poem by Mike Harding, Christmas 1914, tells of a truce in the 
trenches, whose friendship took the heart out of the fight, till the 
troops were replaced by more ready combatants. Obviously this was 
top-down government asserting itself. The German Emperor might 
have seized that slim opportunity for an early peace had he known 
the survival of his dynasty depended on it. Instead, the downfall of 
dynastic relatives in Russia was successfully connived. 


From Caesar to the Kaiser and the Czar, empires have sought to 
unify the world by force. 

There still has to be an inducement to hold the empire together, like 
being a citizen of Rome. Governments over-look this condition of 
willing co-operation by a free people. Typically, leaders think that if 
only they had more power, they would be able to do what needs to be 
done. Yet the more power the state takes, the more opposition it 
engenders from those over-ruled, and the less effective it becomes. 


Power is an addiction. The more it is craved, the less satisfying the 
result. Leaders become reluctant to vacate their position, till they 
become unendurable. In modern Britain, two of them were eventually 
prised out of office after a decade or so. The latter earned the 
soubriquet of “control freak”. Recently, another Premier soon 
managed to make themselves generally intolerable, and had to be 
removed in short order, tho not without difficulty and delay. 

Only when a leader is ousted, may sanity return from power 
madness. 


HG Wells wrote The Outline Of History to tell the story of one 
mankind, instead of squabbling nations boasts. The possibilities of 
human co-operation breaks from the obsolete heritage of primitive 
tribes struggling for survival against each other, in harsh country. 


Meanwhile, military preparations go on, in a vicious circle, threatening 
threatening neighbors, and, by which, governments suppress their 
nationals. This dysfunctional dynamic is the subject of the famous 
George Orwell novel, 1984, which scarcely seems to have halted it. 


It is apparent that human beings have a dual nature, as an individual 
self and a universal self. The Outline Of History was an exercise in 
promoting our universal selves. "Civilisation is a race between 
education and catastrophe." 

Governments have usurped, as their property, the universal self, 
which is each persons inalienable right, to have recognised our 
personal awareness of the public interest. Government, as a 
monopolist of conscience, oppresses people, in the name of the 
public good, diminishing their freedom as individuals, while robbing 
them of their own universal self or conscience. 


Governments have power, which takes away both their own 
conscience and public freedom. Lord Acton said: power corrupts and 
absolute power corrupts absolutely. 


Democracy, the liberal spread of power to everyone, is the best 
corrective. Freedom is for everyone or one cannot be sure of it. 
Freedom depends on the truth (and vise versa) to defend against 
false witness, in a constitution enshrining the scientific law of due 
process. 


Tragicly, New Labour "love of bureaucracy" turned Britain into a police 
state. Social services are notorious for seizing children and elders 
and their assets from their families. Britain is no longer a free country. 
It is worth noting, that this follows on career politicians century-long 
successful resistance against accountability to a free electoral system 
(from safe seats). Namely, "proportional representation with the single 
transferable vote in large constituencies" (the HG Wells formula). 


Can science be used to alleviate, rather than deteriorate society? 
What of sociology, a science of society? 

Half a century ago, agreement was lacking on whether sociology was 
a science. At end of course, | was on, after all the controversy, | was 
stupefied that the lecturer dismissed the question as of minor 
importance. | am inclined to unkindly think that this summed up their 
presentation of the subject. 


To give credit where it was due, they did give a good education on 
scientific method. Most of the discoveries, | made later in life, such as 
they were, had their origins in that course. Most likely, those findings 
would never have been made by me (or perhaps anyone else) 
otherwise. 


To find the way, to a scientific understanding of society, depends on 
recalling how people came to an understanding of modern science 
itself. Progress was made thru a change in the scientific attitude. 
Philosophers were system builders, who started from first principles, 


perhaps a key idea that would open the door to all the corridors of 
reality. (Descartes eventually decided to start his philosophical 
system with: “Ergo cogito sum’, or, | think, therefore | am.) 


Modern science still has that ideal, of untangling and drawing 
together the threads of existence into a few axioms, but knows that it 
cannot hope, straight-away, to be Lord of the Manor of knowledge, 
with access to all the mansion of reality. (There are many mansions.) 
If scientists really want to know the place, they also have to be 
empiricists prepared to work up from the servants quarters. 


Albert Einstein described this current conception of science as 
“empirical rationalism.” You start off with a principle, that all the 
available evidence shows to be true, then make logical deductions, or 
see what follows from that first principle, and arrive at conclusions. 
Test your reasoning, against all the evidence you can find to disprove 
the derivation, to see if it holds up. 


The special theory of relativity is such a “principle theory” based on 
the principle that all inertial reference frames are equivalent. This 
applies to two or more observers of an event, who are at rest or in 
uniform motion in a straight line, in relation to each other. 


To say, that other view-points are “only relative” to our own, as if that 
somehow dismisses them from consideration, misses the point 
entirely. In special relativity, these separate view-points are all 
transformable into each other (by the Lorentz transformations). They 
are all equivalent. This identity is more forcibly expressed by the 
Minkowski Interval, in which all the different local observations share 
a common space-time observation of any given event. 


In short, there is one truth, not many truths. Believing what one wants 
to believe is wilful blindness (to the truth). 
Jim Holt goes so far as to say that Einsteins biggest blunder was not 


the cosmological constant but a blunder of branding his theory, as 
one of relativity. It has “empowered a rum lot of moral relativists”. 
Einstein wished he had named his theory: the theory of invariance. 
The Minkowski Interval is invariably the same combined space-time 
measure of uniform motion, whatever the local observers differences 
of clock times and rod lengths, with respect to a given event. 


From this simple understanding of highly successful science, we can 
see right away why we haven't got a highly successful science of 
society. The way society works is stuck in the medieval conception of 
science. Governments still effectively behave like Lords of the Manor. 
Their ruling doctrines or dogmas are only intermittently and 
inefficiently accountable to the general public, facing the harsh 
realities of earning a living. 


This situation has been mirrored in business organisations (Such as 
class-based British ones, as distinct from, say, German industrial 
democracy). The point is that firms do better, when their managers 
heed their workers, who know by experience the strengths and 
weaknesses of their business. It’s common sense really, which is 
what science basically is. Indeed, there is nothing original about 
criticising “top-down” government. States have always been more or 
less oppressive. And so-called democracies are widely regarded as 
out of touch. HG Wells said all this, better, in his essay, The Disease 
of Parliaments (and elsewhere). 


Policy cannot just be imposed by diktat. Agreement is by consent. 
Unity depends on liberty. Once you realise that social relations are 
conditional, in this way, then you are thinking of them in scientific 
terms. That is to say with some hope of accomplishment. 


Scientific statements are conditional statements. A standard 
pronouncement is that science does not predict the future. 
However, modern science thinks in terms of many possible futures. 


So you could say that a scientific law expresses a possible future (not 
“the future”). 
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Democracy sleeps. Democracy dreams. 

Knowledge of the scientific laws of democracy can tell us what a 
democratic future could look like. Science is in terms of laws that lay 
down the conditions for making a thing happen. For instance, the 
condition, unity only in liberty, is such a law-like statement. 


Society is the unity of the community, dependent on the liberty of its 
individuals to relate. This relation is mediated by equality before the 
law. It is essentially the French Republican slogan: liberty equality 
fraternity. 


Legal equality is no mere luxury of a human rights proclamation. 
There is no question that when any sector of society is given some 
legal advantage, that it abuses that privilege, with unjust 
consequences to others. In this respect, the need for equality before 
the law is an evidence-based principle theory, analogous to relativity 
theory. 


My book, Scientific Method Of Elections, shows how these principles 
work out in practical terms. The single transferable vote (STV) offers 
liberty in a preference vote, 1,2,3,4,5..., equality in a proportional 
count, and fraternity in the transferability of the vote, to next prefered 
"brother" candidates, during the stages of the count. 


A preference vote in a numbered order of choice, 1,2,3,4,5..., 
replaces the illiterate X-vote. A proportional count in large 
constituencies, of a dozen or more seats, opens up the competition 
between candidates of all conditions, making for greater diversity, 
originality and creativity. 


Academics have held a European trend to smaller multi-member 
constituencies to be a convergence to a happy medium between 
large and single member systems. Actually, less large constituencies 
is a just another of any amount of competition-reducing measures, 
which career politicians contrive. 


Science is progressive research. Another book is of an advance in 
electoral method: FAB STV (Four Averages Binomial Single 
Transferable Vote). [The second part of this title is a demanding 
explanation of the whole complicated count.] This system allows 
candidates to be un-prefered, as well as prefered. 

Besides electing the most representative candidates, this uniquely 
systematic method should be able to keep-up with the exponential 
growth of human knowledge, if implemented as a search engine, or 
data mining tool, to sift the most representative answers, 


FAB STV for both information retrieval and elections serves both 
knowledge and freedom, which depend on each other. 


At the end of much my most challenging book (Statistical Relativity 
Elections) FAB STV 2-D extends the one-dimensional election of 
representatives to a two-dimensional election of representatives and 
arbiters. Candidates may be elected by how well they represent 
individuals, and, as arbiters, how well they represent the community 
or population "universe". 


FAB STV 2-D recognises that people are not only individuals but 
(communals or) universals. 

This finding, of what | call the science of Electics, is in keeping with 
both psychology and physics. The psychology of the human mind is 
that it not only has an individual self but a much greater underlying 
universal self, known as the Unconscious mind. 


Classical physics was in terms of events that could be individually 
determined. Quantum physics is statistically or collectively 
determined. 

The actors of physics, like the sub-atomic particles, have universal 
qualities, manifesting as attributes of collective wholes, called fields. 
Citing nineteenth century German idealist philosophy (the 
philosophhy that ideas change history, not just material advantage 
brings change) HG Wells said, in his 1906 essay, the so-called 
science of sociology, that in the life sciences, culminating in man, the 
individual becomes more and more important. 


The human actor is not just an object but also a subject. He may be 
more than an attribute of collective behavior. He may become a 
leader by more than chance and in more than name. 


FAB STV elections, when computer programmed, should be able to 
mimic, on a mass scale, the inter-active school-boy elections, held by 
Thomas Wright Hill, two centuries ago. The boys lined-up in quotas of 
queues, behind the most prefered candidates, going to a next 
prefered candidate, if the most prefered had a surplus of supporters, 
or transfering from a candidate, who could not make a quota. 


A feature, to bear in mind, is that elections, as such, can never be 
perfectly rational. | mean something more than to say: as statistics, 
elections cannot be perfectly determined. 

The real irrationality comes from the fact that some voters, in an inter- 
active election, will hold out more stubbornly for their candidate, than 
others will do. This cannot be rationalised, it just has to be accepted, 
as the will of the people, taking the rough with the smooth. 


Moreover, bad election methods are liable to produce unsatisfactory 
results that make voters want to be rid of the elected. Even a good 
voting system may elect someone who was not what they seemed to 
be, and provoke voter rebellion against them. 


There is a huge consequence of hold-out voters or rebellious voters. 
If some voters are prepared to hold out indefinitely for the election of 
their candidates, or the replacement of unsatisfactory representatives, 
there is no reason why elections themselves should not continue 
indefinitely, according to democratic demand. 


What we are talking about here is a political version of the stock 
exchange, with the continuous rise and fall of the fortunes of 
companies. Likewise, the fortunes and misfortunes of candidates 
might rise and fall, with continual elections. In a democratic future, 
"Money never sleeps" also becomes votes never sleep. That is when 
votes always count, in an on-going, not a periodic, general election. 


The Saturnalia was held in ancient Rome, for one day of the year, 
when the slaves were served by their masters. In a comprehensive 
democracy, the voters, not the politicians, are the masters. 
Democracy is not a mere Saturnalia of general elections every 
several years or even every year. No man is fit to be another mans 
master. Such continually accountable democracy most alleviates this 
fact of life. 


Money is a vote on resources. Transferable voting offers a scientific 
model for the means of income distribution. | say "scientific" because 
transferable voting system follows the logic of measurement common 
to the sciences in general. (See my book: Science is Ethics as 
Electics, which is number three in the series, Democracy Science.) 


How political elections translate into economic exchange goes 
something like the following. Voters are considered as consumers. 
Their representatives are the businesses they prefer to buy from. This 
is the free market component. The equal vote is akin to a basic 
income or base of equality. | would envision this as granted 


conditionally on its beneficiaries doing the maintenance work of 
society, like housing repairs and insulation, and doing chores for the 
elderly. This is the social or public works component. 


The proportional count is akin to business over-heads, including 
investment funds, or the quota of capital required to run a business, 
or to be “elected” as a going concern, by consumers spending power. 
Any surplus income is transferable. American businesses, notably, 
have used wealth surpluses to found institutes of good works, 
charitable or research foundations. 


The relation of politics and economics needs to be given the scientific 
efficacy of the relation between theory and practice. Radical political 
principles need to be subject to the test of conservative expertise. 
This requires a bicameral constitution, at every level of government, 
ranging from an economic security council at the United Nations, 
down thru national and regional second chambers, not least to local 
chambers of commerce, representing local businesses, in co- 
ordination with local councils. 


(By the way, top-down politics, has rendered moribund local 
democracy in Britain. And reduced national MPs to over-worked 
stand-ins for peoples daily problems. ) 


An elected economic second chamber would have vocational 
representation of the whole community, on a functional franchise, 
rather than a geographical franchise. It would democratise lobbied 
politics, making for fairer project decisions in the interests of the 
whole community, rather than powerful and secret vested interests. 


A democratic economic second chamber would have the general 
authority and special expertise to hold corporations to account, and 


could redress the balance against “socialism for the rich” thru 
government bail-outs of the banks, during the 2008-9 credit crunch. 
Reports (from Oxfam and others) continually blame the rich or super- 
rich, exploiting gross inequalities of wealth, by having much the 
biggest carbon foot-print, in the world. 


An economic second chamber, to the political chamber is 
complementary, not conflicting. One need not be the master of the 
other, any more than the theorist is the master of the experimenter in 
science. Any such hubris is soon demolished by their mutual 
dependence for scientific progress. So it should be, in politics and 
economics. 

And neither chamber would be master of the public with both subject 
to transferable voting, especially in its more powerful form. 
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